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Commissioner for Patents 
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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

REPLY TO OFFICE ACTION 

In reply to the Restriction Requirement of May 24, 2007, applicants elect Group I 
and claims 1-7, 20-21, 23, and 24 for further prosecution in this application with 
traverse. 

Applicants understand the requirement for restriction between Groups I, II, and 
III. However, applicants do not understand why claim 22 of Group IV cannot be 
examined with the claims of the elected group because it depends from elected 
claim 20 or 21 : Thus if claims of the elected group are allowable, it is not seen why 
claim 22 should not also be considered allowable. 

At the very least, once a claim of Group I is considered allowable, since claim 22 
is a claim dependent from it and would include all of its limitations, the restriction 
requirement should be withdrawn and the claim rejoined in this case in accordance with 



the practice of M.P.E.P. §821. 04(a). As noted in this section of the M.P.E.P., "Claims 
that require all of the limitations of an allowable claim will be rejoined and fully examined 
for patentability in accordance with 37 C.F.R. 104." 

Please grant any extensions of time required to enter this response and charge 
any additional required fees to our Deposit Account 06-0916. 



Respectfully submitted, 



FINNEGAN, HENDERSON, FARABOW, 
GARRETT & DUNNER, L.L.P. 



Dated: June 25, 2007 
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